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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the amendment received on September 15, 2005. 
Claims 1-25 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 8 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. Claim 8 discusses an input query used to trigger the receiving 
step which has not been disclosed by the specification. 

4. Claim 8 is further rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Amended claim 5 contains the limitation "automatically generating a user 
interface layout" whereas Claim 8 describes the retrieving step in response to a user 
input query, and therefore could not be automatic. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crovetto et al., US Patent 6570491 , hereinafter Crovetto, and further in view of 
Hetherington et al., US Patent 6396515, hereinafter Hetherington. 

As per Claims 1, 9, 14, 15, 18 and 22, Crovetto teaches a method comprising 
using a resource string to retrieve data (directives or commands 37), the data containing 
a parameter associated with an element of the user interface ("a directive or command 
template containing the operational parameters corresponding to the selected directive 
35", Column 5, lines 62-64), the parameter being integrated into a syntactical structure 
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associated with the data ("the visual syntax builder 3 can cause the formatting of the 
specified directive or command and corresponding operational parameters into a 
command string 5", Column 4, lines 65-67), replacing the resource string with the 
retrieved data (Column 5, lines 35-65), obtaining the user interface element (Column 6, 
lines 11-16), replacing the parameter with the element (Column 6, lines 16-23), and 
outputting the data (Column 6, lines 24-29). While Crovetto teaches this said interface 
method, they fail to show the automatic generation of the user layout as recited in the 
claims. In the same field of the invention, Hetherington teaches a user interface with 
resource strings, and parameters similar to that of Crovetto. In addition, Hetherington 
further teaches automatically generating a user interface layout using data containing a 
parameter associated with the user interface (abstract and Col. 5, line 1 et seq.). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Crovetto and Hetherington before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
user interface taught by Crovetto to include the automatic interface layout generation of 
Hetherington, in order to obtain a system for presenting text and GUI components 
automatically that have been replaced by data retrieved. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because a system-controlled interface would 
have been obtained, as taught by Hetherington. 

As per Claims 2, 10, 12, 19 and 23, Crovetto teaches the user interface is a 
graphical user interface, and the obtaining step involves obtaining a graphical user 
interface component ("text fields 43, drop down boxes 47 and slider controls 45", 
Column 6, lines 15-16). 
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As per Claims 3, 16 and 24, Crovetto teaches the resource string to retrieve the 
data involves using the resource string as a key to retrieve the data from a database 
(resource string is a pointer to the location of the data within the database and can be 
thought of as a key in that respect). 

As per Claims 4, 13, 21 and 25, Crovetto teaches obtaining involving creating the 
user interface element (creates elements from the list, Column 6, lines 1-24). 

As per Claim 11, Crovetto teaches the data element is a textual message ("each 
user interface element 49 can include a label 41 identifying the operational parameter", 
Column 6, lines 16-17). 

As per Claim 17, Crovetto teaches the database remotely located from the 
computer system (Figure 1 and the claims). 

As per Claims 5 and 20, Crovetto teaches a computer system having a user and 
a graphical user interface containing a resource string, data containing a parameter 
associated with a component of the user interface, the parameter being integrated into a 
syntactical structure associated with the data, replacing the resource string with the 
data; obtaining the component of the user interface, replacing the parameter with the 
component, and outputting the data (See rejection of Claim 1 supra). While Crovetto 
teaches this said interface method, they fail to show the locale identification by the 
resource string, automatic layout generation and dynamic output as recited in the 
claims. In the same field of the invention, Hetherington teaches a user interface with 
resource strings, and parameters similar to that of Crovetto. In addition, Hetherington 
further teaches identifying automatically generating a user interface, a locale associated 
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with the user or the computer system (abstract and Col. 5, line 1-10), using the resource 
string to retrieve data associated with the user's locale (Col. 5, line 1 et seq.) and 
dynamic output of data consistent with the locale (Col. 2, line 43 et seq.). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Crovetto and 
Hetherington before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the user 
interface taught by Crovetto to include the locale association of Hetherington, in order to 
obtain a system for presenting text and GUI components in a language appropriate for 
the user according to their locale. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination because an adaptable interface system would have been obtained, as 
taught by Hetherington. 

As per Claim 6, Crovetto teaches the resource string to retrieve the data involves 
using the resource string as a key to retrieve the data from a database (resource string 
is a pointer to the location of the data within the database and can be thought of as a 
key in that respect). 

As per Claim 7, Crovetto teaches creating the user interface element (creates 
elements from the list, Column 6, lines 1-24). 

As per Claim 8, While Crovetto teaches this said interface method, they fail to 
show the locale identification by the user query and resource string as recited in the 
claims. In the same field of the invention, Hetherington teaches a user interface with 
resource strings, and parameters similar to that of Crovetto. In addition, Hetherington 
further teaches allowing the user to input a query via an input device, wherein the 
retrieving step is performed in response to the query (Column 5, lines 5 et seq.). It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Crovetto and Hetherington before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the 
user interface taught by Crovetto to include the user query locale association of 
Hetherington, in order to obtain a user input language designated system for presenting 
text and GUI components according to the user's locale. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because a user-friendly input method interface 
would have been obtained, as taught by Hetherington. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara M. Hanne whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on 
alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WEILUN LO can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 




